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Abstract
This study tested a conceptual model of adolescents’ feelings of privacy invasion derived
from CPM. Specifically, goals were to describe adolescents’ expectations of privacy, to describe
how often adolescents are exposed to behaviors that threaten privacy, and to test privacy beliefs,
potentially invasive behaviors, and having things to hide as predictors of individual differences
in feelings of privacy invasion. Furthermore, each question and hypothesis was examined across
four privacy domains and four relationships to determine whether privacy functions similarly or
uniquely across domains and relationships. Participants were 118 adolescents (59% female),
ranging from age 15 to 18 years of age (M age = 16.4 years, SD = .78). Results indicate that
adolescents expect more privacy around their personal information than they expect around
domains more aligned with parental monitoring. Sharing personal information elicited the
greatest feelings of privacy invasion. The present study found some support the CPM based
conceptual model. Adolescents expect information contained within the boundaries to remain
private and intrusions into these boundaries elicit feelings of privacy invasion. Additionally, the
current study found evidence to support the alternative model that the threat of discovery also
elicits feelings of privacy invasion.

Privacy; Adolescence; Parenting; Sibling; Development
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Introduction
The purpose of this dissertation is to describe adolescents’ expectations of privacy and
the behaviors of parents, siblings, and friends which may produce feelings of privacy invasion.
The first section of this document discusses how privacy invasion has been studied as a correlate
and potential consequence of parental monitoring. The second section considers privacy more
broadly and provides the conceptual framework for the study. The third section identifies four
domains of privacy with particular relevance to adolescence and discusses behaviors that may
threaten privacy within each domain. The fourth section discusses how adolescents may hold
different privacy expectations for parents, siblings, and friends. Finally, the fifth section presents
research questions and hypotheses.
From Monitoring to Privacy Invasion
As children move into adolescence, they begin to expect more privacy and share less
information with their parents (Masche, 2010; Smetana, 1988). In fact, parents’ knowledge of
their children’s activities, whereabouts, and friends generally declines during adolescence
(Crouter, Helms-Erickson, Updegraff, & McHale, 1999). There is an accumulation of evidence
supporting the negative association between parental knowledge and various adjustment
problems in children (for review see Crouter & Head, 2002; Dishion & McMahon, 1998). For
many years, researchers reported that parental activities such as monitoring and tracking of
children’s behaviors were protective behaviors because more monitoring was associated with
positive adjustment in children (for review see Dishion & McMahon, 1998). However, these
reports were challenged by the finding that measures of parental monitoring were assessing
parental knowledge rather than monitoring efforts (Kerr & Stattin, 2000).
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Kerr and Stattin (2000; Stattin & Kerr, 2000) described and provided measures of two
specific monitoring behaviors which they labeled solicitation (i.e., asking questions) and control
(i.e.,. imposing rules requiring adolescents to keep parents informed), and encouraged
researchers to focus more directly on understanding the antecedents and consequences of
parents’ use of these monitoring behaviors. Furthermore, Kerr and Stattin (2000) differentiated
parents’ monitoring behaviors from adolescents’ disclosure of information and demonstrated that
adolescents’ disclosure of information to their parents was the source of most of the parents’
knowledge of the adolescents’ whereabouts and activities. In response to Stattin and Kerr’s
(2000) work, parenting research has shifted from an exclusive focus on what parents are doing
and how it impacts their children to a more balanced focus that recognizes parents and
adolescents as active agents. One important, but as of yet, poorly understood aspect of this more
nuanced perspective is the adolescents’ interpretations of parental behaviors. Little is known
regarding adolescents’ feelings elicited by the parental behaviors used to monitor and obtain
information from and about adolescents. One consequence of parental behaviors aimed at
obtaining knowledge, such as questioning, may be that adolescents experience those behaviors as
invasions of their privacy. Furthermore, parents engage in other behaviors to obtain information
such as looking through adolescents’ belongings and/or looking through their cell phones which
may also produce feelings of privacy invasion. On the other hand, parental behaviors intended to
monitor may not be viewed as privacy invasive by adolescents. Parents may view monitoring
behaviors as potentially privacy invasive and not engage in those behaviors (Omer, 2011), which
may be just as harmful as inducing feelings of privacy invasion.
The few studies to date which have examined privacy invasion during adolescence have
focused primarily on determining whether parents’ efforts to monitor adolescents’ whereabouts
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and activities are linked with feeling of privacy invasion and the consequences of feelings of
privacy invasion. Primary speculations on parental privacy invasion are that certain parental
monitoring behaviors, such as control through rules and solicitation, are experienced by
adolescents as privacy invasive (Hawk, Hale, Raaijmakers, & Meeus, 2008). Early results from
this line of research suggest that parents’ monitoring behaviors may be experienced as privacy
invasive. Hawk et al., (2008) found that more parental solicitation was longitudinally associated
with more privacy invasion for both low and high relationship quality families. However, more
parental control was longitudinally associated with more privacy invasion only for the high
relationship quality families. Hawk et al., (2008) concluded that even in the context of high
quality parent-adolescent relationships, parental monitoring behaviors may be viewed by
adolescents as privacy invasive. An alternative view not presented by the authors is that
adolescents in high quality parent-adolescent relationships may expect to be left alone and expect
more privacy than adolescents in low quality parent-adolescents relationships, and therefore view
parental rules and solicitations as more privacy invasive.
Privacy invasion may disrupt the parent-child relationship, leading to conflict and
reduced parental knowledge. Hawk, Keijsers, Hale, and Meeus (2009) demonstrated a reciprocal
association between greater feelings of parental privacy invasion and more parent-adolescent
conflict during mid-to-late adolescence. Based on the pattern of findings, Hawk et al., (2009)
suggest that as adolescents grow older they may use conflict as a privacy management strategy;
conflict may be a sign that adolescents are pushing to expand their privacy boundaries. In a
follow-up study, Hawk, Keijsers, Frijns, Hale, Branje, and Meeus (2013) found that more
privacy invasion predicted less parental knowledge longitudinally. Additionally, secrecy
mediated link the between privacy invasion and reduced parental knowledge but only for
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mothers. Hawk and colleagues (2013) concluded that parental privacy invasions lead to greater
concealment strategies which undermine parental efforts to stay informed about their
adolescents.
It appears that the link between monitoring behaviors and negative reactions (i.e., a
measure that combines feelings of privacy invasion and feeling overcontrolled) is conditioned by
the quality of the parent-child relationship. LaFleur, Zhao, Zeringue, and Laird (2015) found that
monitoring behaviors were only significantly associated with stronger negative reactions when
the parent-child relationship was characterized by low levels of warmth or when adolescents
questioned the legitimacy of parental authority. Monitoring behaviors were not significantly
associated with negative reactions at moderate to low levels of warmth or legitimacy beliefs.
Furthermore, Laird and LaFleur (2014) found that negative reactions weakened the link between
monitoring and lower levels of antisocial behavior. The direct link from more monitoring to less
antisocial behavior was offset by an indirect link from more monitoring to more antisocial
behavior through negative reactions.
To date, research has linked parental monitoring with adolescents’ feelings of privacy
invasion. Early studies suggest that monitoring can elicit feelings of privacy invasion, although
more so in contexts suggesting a troubled parent-child relationship, and that feelings of privacy
invasion have the potential to undermine monitoring’s role in limiting behavior problems.
Furthermore, Haim (2011) notes that in his clinical work, parents often express a reluctance to
monitoring their adolescence due to concerns about invading their privacy.
Conceptual Framework
Hawk et al.’s (2008, 2009, 2013) studies suggest that parents’ monitoring behaviors
influence subsequent parent-adolescent exchanges by producing feelings of privacy invasion.
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However, Hawk et al., (2008; 2009; 2013) employed the parental intrusiveness sub-scale of the
Level of Expressed Emotion (LEE; Hale, Raaijmakers, Gerlsma, & Meeus, 2007) as their
indicator of privacy invasion. The parental intrusiveness sub-scale from the LEE was not
originally intended as a measure of privacy invasion. The subscale includes items that measure
feelings of privacy invasion and items that measure parental monitoring behaviors (Laird,
Marrero, Melching, & Kuhn, 2013). Using parent and adolescent responses to the LEE items,
Laird et al., (2013) showed that only the items assessing monitoring behaviors were associated
with more parental solicitation and control through rules, suggesting that many of Hawk et al.’s
(2008; 2009; 2013) findings may be due to the inclusion of items assessing monitoring behaviors
in multiple measures. Laird and colleagues (2013) argued that feelings of privacy invasion
should be assessed separately from behaviors that potentially elicit such feelings, particularly
when the goal is to determine whether certain behaviors (such as monitoring) produce feelings of
privacy invasion. In order to separate privacy invasion from parental monitoring, the current
study seeks to create new measures designed to separately assess potentially privacy invasive
behaviors and feelings of privacy invasion which may be elicited by such behaviors.
Scholars have presented conceptualizations of privacy and privacy invasions (Petronio,
1994; Altman, 1976; Westin, 1967), and recently a few researchers have begun to address the
concept of privacy during adolescence (Hawk et al., 2009). However, testable models, measures,
and studies of adolescent privacy remain scarce. Communication privacy management theory
(CPM; Petronio, 1994; 2002), which focuses on the communication of privacy boundaries,
provides the conceptual framework for the proposed study. Petronio (1994; 2002) combined the
theoretical contributions of Altman, (1976) and Westin, (1967) to develop CPM. CPM proposes
that individuals create and seek to maintain boundaries around information. When one has
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established a privacy boundary, they expect information contained within the boundary to remain
private. Information contained within the boundary is considered private and intrusions into the
boundary are expected to elicit feelings of privacy invasion. For example, in some families
adolescents may expect privacy from their parents in their bedroom; therefore inbound parents
are likely to elicit feelings of privacy invasion from the adolescents. The same behavior (entering
the bedroom) may be perceived as more privacy invasive by some adolescents than others.
Similarly, some adolescents may expect privacy around their daily activities and, as a result, feel
their privacy being invaded when other people question them about their daily activities. Other
adolescents may not expect daily activities to be private, and thus, do not find questions about
daily activities to be invasive. Without the expectation of privacy, the behaviors of others are less
likely to elicit feelings of privacy invasion. In summary, the key tenant of CPM is that
individuals perceive privacy invasions when others cross privacy boundaries (Petronio, Jones, &
Morr, 2003). Rather than considering the behaviors themselves to be invasions of privacy, the
current study proposes that feelings of privacy invasion require both a behavior enacted by
another and an expectation of privacy.
Previous researchers focused on parental behaviors which the researcher assumed to be
privacy invasive (Hawk et al., 2008), or combined measures of behaviors and feelings (Hawk et
al., 2008; 2009; 2013). Without assessing whether a behavior elicits feelings of privacy invasion
it becomes difficult to determine whether those behaviors are experienced by adolescents as
privacy invasive. The proposed research builds on previous investigations of adolescent privacy
by examining behaviors which may elicit feelings of privacy invasion across four different
domains (daily activities, physical space, electronics, and information) in which adolescents may
desire privacy. Previous research on adolescent privacy has exclusively focused on privacy
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invasions by parents and no attention has been paid to adolescents’ sibling and peers. The
proposed research seeks to determine whether sibling and peer behaviors can elicit feelings of
privacy invasion, and whether they do so in a manner similar to parents’ behaviors.
Privacy Domains and Potential Intrusions
The current study seeks to measure the extent to which behaviors are viewed as privacy
invasive, the frequency with which individuals experience those behaviors, and the extent to
which the behaviors elicit feelings of privacy invasion. These aims will be pursued in four
different domains within which adolescents may expect privacy; daily activities (e.g., what
adolescents do when they are alone), traditional space (e.g., adolescents’ rooms and backpacks),
electronics (e.g., text messages and pictures on adolescents’ phones), and shared information
(e.g., feelings adolescents have for other people). Daily activities, traditional space, electronics,
and shared information were selected as domains of privacy based on the attention given to these
areas by Petronio (2002) in CPM as well as their importance to the daily lives of adolescents.
Although, it remains an empirical question as to whether adolescents views these four domains
as separate domains of privacy, each domain will be reviewed separately to facilitate
measurement organization and the identification of behaviors most likely to threaten privacy in
each domain.
The current study proposes several domains of privacy and behaviors which may threaten
privacy or elicit feelings of privacy invasion. The daily activities domain is defined as
information about what an adolescent does when not under direct parental supervision such as
during their free time, with their friends, and/or while at school. Adolescents may desire privacy
over their daily activities because they feel that what they do with their friends is personal and
none of their parents’ business (Smetana, 1988). One potentially privacy invasive behavior is
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questioning. Questioning (i.e., solicitation) is often classified as a parental monitoring behavior
(Stattin & Kerr, 2000). Adolescents may also feel that parental questioning of daily activities is a
sign that their parents do not trust them (Hawk et al., 2008). Questioning may be a behavior that
threatens privacy. Merely asking someone questions is not necessarily privacy invasive unless
the content the questions are attempting to uncover is expected to be private, then questioning
may elicit feelings of privacy invasion. For instance, some adolescents may feel that being
questioned about some daily activities (e.g., activities with friends) is privacy invasive while
questions regarding mundane topics (e.g., what TV shows are being watched) are not privacy
invasive.
Recent literature on parental solicitation contains mixed findings. Parental questioning
has been proposed as a normal and healthy activity that parents use to gain information about
their children. Keijsers, Frijns, Branje, and Meeus (2009) found that maternal reports of
solicitation did not change in frequency during adolescence. That is, the amount of parental
solicitation did not change during adolescence for mothers; mothers who ask their children
questions continue to ask their adolescents questions. Similar to other studies (Fletcher,
Steinberg, & Williams-Wheeler, 2004; Keijsers, Branje, VanderValk, & Meeus, 2010; Laird,
Marrero, & Sentse, 2010), Keijsers and colleagues (2009) also reported a negative association
between parental solicitation and delinquent behaviors. That is, the parents who are asking
questions have adolescents who are engaged in less delinquent behaviors. In this view, parental
monitoring behaviors are protective against misbehavior.
Some researchers, however, argue that parental behaviors such as solicitation are a
response to misbehavior (Keijsers, Branje, Hawk, Schwartz, Frijns, KootLier, & Meeus, 2011;
Tilton-Weaver & Galambos, 2003). Parents may ask questions because they believe that their
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child is engaging in undesired behaviors. Kiesner, Dishion, Poulin, and Pastore (2009) found that
greater parental solicitation was longitudinally associated with increases in antisocial behavior
during adolescence. Kiesner and colleagues (2009) argued that parental solicitation may erode
the quality of the parent-adolescent relationship. In recent literature, parental questioning has
been framed in terms of privacy invasive behaviors by some researchers (Hawk et al., 2008)
while other researchers view parental questioning as healthy (Keijsers et al., 2010; Laird,
Marrero, & Sentse, 2010). Currently missing from the literature, is whether the adolescents feel
that parental questioning is privacy invasive regardless of whether or not they are engaged in
delinquent behaviors. The current model seeks to empirically test whether adolescents view
questioning as a privacy invasion and whether adolescents engaging in misbehavior are more
likely to experience parental questioning as privacy invasive.
For the purposes of this study, traditional space is defined as an adolescent’s bedroom,
backpack, and/or anything they would consider their stuff. As children become adolescents, they
begin to want more control over areas of their lives that they deem as personal (Smetana, 1989;
Smetana & Asquith, 1994). When adolescents want more control over the personal areas of their
lives, they may feel that parental behaviors such as looking in the bedroom or a back pack are
privacy invasive (Childress, 2004). Both male (Ruttenburg, 1992) and female (Kandy, 2001)
adolescents report that the bedroom is a private place. Behaviors which potentially threaten an
adolescents’ privacy in the traditional space domain are someone looking around their bedroom,
someone looking through their stuff, and/or someone looking through their backpack. Married
couples report that “snooping” is an invasive behavior (Buyukcan-Tetik et al., 2013) and
snooping behaviors are damaging to relationships (Derby, Knox, & Easterling, 2012). Behaviors
such as looking through an adolescent’s belongings may elicit feelings of privacy invasion when
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there is an expectation that no one will access the space. For instance, if an adolescent has an
expectation for privacy concerning a space (e.g., I expect no one to look through my backpack)
then another person’s behavior (e.g., looking through the backpack) can elicit feelings of privacy
invasion.
Research on privacy of electronics is an emerging domain with little information about
adolescents’ beliefs of privacy. In this study, the electronics domain is defined as material on
social networking sites, text messages/pictures/call history on a cell phone, and internet history
on a computer. The electronics domain is comprised of items that are arguably overlapping with
the information and space domains but for the current study the items fit better as their own
domain so electronics is considered separately. Adolescents likely desire privacy with regard to
the information on their electronic devices. Some research has begun to address the issue of how
parents are able to monitor their children’s internet activity, but no research has assessed whether
adolescents feel privacy invasions when parents attempt to monitor electronic devices. Most of
the research on parental monitoring of electronics reviews the effectiveness of discussing internet
content with children (Lee & Chae, 2007) or placing restrictions and rules on internet use
(Livingstone & Helsper, 2008; Wang, Bianchi, & Raley, 2005). Research on electronic
monitoring tends to either address issues for parents with younger children or employers’ use of
electronic monitoring of internet use/e-mails and adult feelings of privacy invasion (Paschal,
Stone, & Stone-Romero, 2009). Currently, it is unclear whether adolescents feel as if their
privacy is invaded when parents gain access to information regarding their online activities.
Behaviors which potentially threaten an adolescent’s privacy over the electronic domain are
someone looking through their computer when they are not there to see information on their
social networking sites and/or their web browsing history. If there is an expectation for privacy

13

on the computer, then feelings of privacy invasion may arise when someone else accesses
information on the computer.
Another electronic device which adolescents may feel a sense of privacy over is their cell
phone. Adolescents use electronic devices on a daily basis and devices such as computers and
cell phones are a large part of adolescents’ lives (Fitton, Ahmedani, Harold, & Shifflet, 2013).
Cell phones provide a bridge of communication for parents and adolescents (Weisskirch, 2011)
as well as provide a method to monitor adolescents’ whereabouts and track their current
activities (Weisskirch, 2009). Greater use of cell phones for parent-adolescent communication
has been linked to more favorable adjustment in adolescents (Weisskirch, 2009; 2011). Parents
may be motivated to monitor or snoop through their adolescent’s cell phones to ensure
adolescents are not using their cell phones for undesirable behaviors. A growing number of
articles report that some adolescents use their cell phones to send sexual text messages (Ahern &
Mechling, 2013; Hua, 2012; Rice, Rhoades, Winetrobe, Sanchez, Montoya, Plant, & Kordic,
2012; Strassberg, McKinnon, Sustaita, & Rullo, 2013). Therefore, parents may be motivated to
monitor their adolescent’s cell phones. However, little research addresses how adolescents feel
when parents look through adolescents’ cell phone to monitor who they have been
communicating with or what pictures are on their phones. Looking through an adolescent’s cell
phone is a behavior which can potentially elicit feelings of privacy invasion. Adolescents may
desire privacy over their cell phones and view parental snooping through cell phones as privacy
invasive even if they are not engaging in undesirable behaviors.
Sharing of information represents a more traditional perspective on privacy and can be
used as a contrast condition to determine whether some parental monitoring behaviors are
viewed as privacy invasive as sharing information. For the purposes of this study, shared
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information consists of personal events, embarrassing events, and/or feelings about another
person that are shared with another person. The threat to privacy comes when the person who
receives the information shares it with a third person. Much of the literature regarding
information sharing focuses on adults and ranges from information as sensitive as medical
information (James, 1999) to more trivial information, yet viewed as private, such as contained
in e-mails (Smith & Tabak, 2009). Sharing information may be an important privacy domain for
adolescents because information has the potential to be embarrassing and embarrassing
information can be harmful to relationships when it is shared with others (Petronio, Olson, &
Dollar, 1989) and there is a tendency to regulate who has access to harmful information (Darling
et al., 2006). However, sharing information is also linked to feelings of intimacy (Bauminger,
Finzi-Dottan, Chason, & Har-Even, 2008), and therefore, people are motivated to share
information with each other. Additionally, sharing information with others is a way for people to
bond (Petronio, 1994). Behaviors which potentially threaten an adolescent’s privacy in the
information domain are someone sharing an adolescent’s personal information, sharing their
embarrassing events, and/or sharing their feelings for another person without an adolescent’s
permission. A privacy invasion in the information domain can occur when information is shared
without permission or when there is an expectation that the information will not be shared.
Currently, there is a lack of empirical studies assessing whether adolescents feel privacy
invasions when other people share their personal information.
In summary, the current study proposes that adolescents may view some behaviors as
privacy invasive. Behaviors such as questioning, looking through personal space, and looking
through electronic devices which may also represent parental monitoring type behaviors might
be interpreted as privacy invasive by adolescents. Adolescents are likely to interpret those
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behaviors as privacy invasive if they expect privacy or when they have something to hide.
Further, sharing personal information is a behavior which will likely elicit feelings of privacy
invasion. Adolescents may report these behaviors to be particularly privacy invasive when
parents engage in them but may report that some of these behaviors are more acceptable when
others engage in them. Currently missing from the literature is information on how adolescents
feel when other people, such as siblings and peers, engage in potentially privacy invasive
behaviors.
Relationships
It is very likely that a person has different privacy expectations for different people or
relationships. In other words, some information may be private or restricted from one person but
shared with another. CPM (Petronio, 2002) suggests that communication in relationships within
a family can be complicated because family members may establish and define different
boundaries of privacy across relationships. For example, adolescents may expect privacy from
parents with regard to the way they feel about another person but may share the information with
a sibling. Therefore, expectations of privacy are necessary to understand when assessing privacy
violations because the same behavior from a parent may be interpreted as a privacy violation but
viewed as acceptable when committed by a sibling. Additionally, people define different
boundaries of privacy outside of the family. For instance, an adolescent may discuss an
embarrassing story with his parents but not his friends at school. In this case, parents are within
the privacy boundary for this piece of information, but not necessarily for all information. The
adolescent may have another story that he shares with friends but not parents. The modest
amount of research which addresses adolescent privacy tends to only focus on parents as
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potential violators. It remains an empirical question whether adolescents hold similar or different
privacy expectations for parents, siblings, and peers.
Siblings tend to spend a lot of time together and during adolescence and privacy
boundaries between siblings may not be clear. For example, it may be acceptable for a sibling to
look through an adolescent’s stuff one day but not acceptable on another day. During
adolescence, frequent conflict is reported between siblings (Furman & Buhrmester, 1985)
especially over personal concerns (Campione-Barr & Smetana, 2010). Within the sibling
relationship, siblings are more likely to have conflict over who has access to possessions which
are deemed as personal rather than items which are deemed household (McGuire, Manke,
Eftekhari, & Dunn, 2000). McGuire et al.’s (2000) findings suggest that siblings may establish
privacy boundaries between each other that are similar in nature, if not scope, to the boundaries
formed between adolescents and parents, particularly with regard to space. Conversely, a sibling
may be the person that adolescents feel they can share information with about daily activities
because siblings do not have authority like parents. However, siblings also may violate privacy
boundaries more easily because they have access to information, space, electronics, and daily
activities and can share information. Currently, the literature does not present a clear picture of
sibling relationships with regard to privacy issues. The current study seeks to explore
expectations of privacy and privacy invasions with regard to the sibling relationship.
The current study also seeks to explore privacy with regard to adolescents’ peers. As
adolescents get older, they begin to spend more and more time with their peers (Brown, 2004).
Peer relationships become a salient part of most adolescents’ lives (Brown, 2004). As such, peers
are likely privy to personal and private information. Sharing private information with others can
be a bonding experience for some people (Petronio, 1994). Friendships with high levels of
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disclosure are describes as having a higher relationship quality (Berndt, 2002). Similarly,
keeping information from friends is a source of friendship conflict and is rated as a behavior that
could end a friendship during adolescence (Sheets & Lugar, 2005). Adolescents may be more
willing to share personal information (e.g., who they have a crush on) with their peers as a way
to bond or may be reluctant to share that information out of fear that the information could be
used against them. The current study seeks to explore privacy expectations across privacy
domains with regard to peer relationships during adolescence.
Gender and Privacy
Previous research on privacy invasion during adolescence has found limited gender
differences. Adolescent males are more likely to report that parental monitoring behaviors such
as control through

rules and solicitation are privacy invasive only in high quality parent-

adolescent relationships (Hawk et al., 2008). Additionally, adolescent males are also more likely
to report parent-adolescent conflict in conjunction with greater reports of parental privacy
invasion (Hawk et al., 2009). Hawk and colleagues (2008:2009) propose the gender differences
are due to traditional gender roles where males are thought to need and desire more autonomy,
and are therefore more reactionary towards parental monitoring behaviors which are viewed as
privacy invasive. Based on previous research, the current study expects males to report greater
feelings privacy invasion. However, no research has addressed privacy expectations therefore it
remains unclear whether males and females will differed on their privacy expectations.
Summary and Hypotheses
The key tenant of the current study is that feelings of privacy invasion should follow a
violation of privacy expectations. In order to test the key tenant, privacy expectations will be
assessed by measuring the extent to which adolescents believe that it is OK or not OK for others
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to engage in potentially privacy invasive behavior, the extent to which adolescents view the
behaviors as privacy invasive, and whether adolescents have something to hide. Potentially
invasive behaviors are previously discussed behaviors (questioning, looking through space and
electronics, and sharing information) which may elicit feelings of privacy invasion. Feeling
invaded measures the extent to which adolescents report that a potentially privacy invasive
behavior is bothersome. Alternatively, following the proposition that parental monitoring
behaviors are sometimes viewed by adolescents as invasive, it may be that the threat of discovery
of information or misbehavior and not privacy expectations elicits feelings of privacy invasion
when others engage in potentially privacy invasive behaviors. The threat of discovery of
information will be assessed by asking if adolescents have something to hide.
The purpose of this dissertation is to test a conceptual model of adolescents’ feelings of
privacy invasion derived from CPM. A better understanding of adolescents’ feelings of what is
expected to be private and behaviors which produce feelings of privacy invasion in adolescents
should inform when parental behaviors are interpreted as privacy invasive. One purpose of this
proposed dissertation is to describe adolescent expectations of privacy as a function of domains
and relationships and answer a few key questions.
Question 1: How much privacy do adolescents expect? To what extent do expectations of
privacy vary across privacy domains? To what extent do expectations of privacy vary across
relationships?
Question 2: What is the frequency which mothers, fathers, siblings, and peers engage in
behaviors that threaten privacy? To what extent do behaviors that threaten privacy vary across
privacy domains? To what extent do behaviors that threaten privacy vary across relationships?
Analyses will also test the following hypotheses.
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Specific Hypotheses
1. Participants reporting greater privacy beliefs will report higher levels of feeling
invaded.
2. Participants reporting a greater occurrence of potentially privacy invasive behaviors
will report higher levels of feeling invaded.
3. Privacy beliefs will moderate the link between potentially invasive behaviors and
feelings of privacy invasion such that the frequency of potentially invasive behaviors
will be more strongly associated with more privacy invasion at higher versus lower
levels of privacy beliefs.
4. Participants reporting greater things to hide will report higher levels of feeling
invaded.
5. Having things to hide will moderate the link between potentially invasive behaviors
and feelings of privacy invasion such that the frequency of potentially invasive
behaviors will be more strongly associated with more privacy invasion among
adolescents with something to hide than among adolescents with nothing to hide.
Hypotheses were tested in each privacy domain and each relationship. Analyses tested
whether hypothesized associations differ across domain and relationship. Analyses tested
whether hypothesized associations differ by gender.
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Method
Participants
Participants were drawn from the on-going Teen Driving Project. Participants were 118
adolescents (59% female), ranging from age 15 to 18 years of age (M age = 16.4 years, SD =
.78). This age group was selected because mid- to late-adolescents are more likely to desire
privacy that younger adolescents or children (Smetana, 1988). The sample size of 118 was
determined to be adequate to address the objectives of the research based on the power required
to perform one-way ANOVAs and multiple regressions. Adolescents in the sample are ethnically
diverse, and were identified by their parents as white (50%), Hispanic (16%), African American
(18%), or of another ethnicity (16%). Most parents of participants were in their first marriage
(54%), had been remarried at least once (19%) or were living together (2%). Mean family
income per year ranged from $60,000 to $80,000. An annual family income of $20,000 or less
was reported by 8% of families, and 33% of families reported annual incomes of more than
$100,000.
Procedure
Following IRB approval, adolescent participants were recruited from two drivers’
training programs. Participants were mailed a questionnaire to complete on their own. Once
completed, a member from the research team collected the questionnaire. Participants were
compensated $50 for completing the questionnaire.
Measures
All variables were assessed across the four domains of privacy (daily activities,
traditional space, electronics, and shared information). For each of the four domains of privacy,
participants responded to items regarding their privacy beliefs, potentially invasive behaviors,
feelings of privacy invasion, and things to hide. Questions were arranged by privacy domain and
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the domains were arranged in a counterbalanced design in the questionnaire. Within each domain
adolescents responded to 3 specific items. The appendix contains the measures organized by
domain. The daily activities privacy domain items reference adolescents’ a) school performance,
b) activities with friends, and c) activities while alone. The traditional space privacy domain
items reference adolescents’ a) back packs, b) stuff, and c) bedrooms. The electronics privacy
domain items reference adolescents’ a) web history on the computer, b) information on the
adolescents’ social networking sites, and c) text messages, pictures, and call history on the
adolescents’ cell phones. The shared information privacy domain items reference adolescents’ a)
feelings for another person, b) something embarrassing that happened to the adolescents, and c)
information about something personal that happened to the adolescents.
Privacy beliefs. Privacy beliefs were assessed using 48 (4 domains x 3 items x 4
relationships) items that index whether adolescents believe that it acceptable for their mothers,
fathers, siblings, or best friends to behave in manners which may be privacy invasive. “Is it OK
or NOT OK for your (mother, father, sibling, best friend) to (engage in each of the privacy
invasive behaviors)?” Responses were made on a 4-point response scale (Definitely Not OK = 1,
Not OK = 2, OK = 3, Definitely OK = 4). Items were reverse coded such that higher scores
corresponded to more privacy beliefs and lower scores corresponded to lower privacy beliefs.
Sixteen composite scores were computed by relationship and domain. Four mother composite
scores were computed as the mean of responses to the 3 items indexing parent privacy beliefs in
each of the four privacy domains. Four father composite scores were computed as the mean of
responses to the 3 items indexing parent privacy beliefs in each of the four privacy domains.
Four sibling composite scores were computed as the mean of responses to the 3 items indexing
parent privacy beliefs in each of the four privacy domains. Four best friend composite scores
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were computed as the mean of responses to the 3 items indexing parent privacy beliefs in each of
the four privacy domains.
Potentially invasive behaviors. Potentially invasive behaviors were assessed using 48
items that index how often mothers, fathers, siblings, or best friends behave in manners which
may be privacy invasive. “How often does your (mother, father, sibling, best friend) (engage in a
potentially privacy invasive behavior)?” Responses were made on a 5-point response scale
(Never = 1, Rarely = 2, Sometimes = 3, Usually = 4, All the Time = 5). Sixteen potentially
invasive behavior composite scores were computed by relationship and domain.
Feeling invaded. Feeling invaded were assessed using 48 items that index how much it
bothers adolescents when mothers, fathers, siblings, or best friends behave in manners which
may be privacy invasive. “How much does it bother you when your (mother, father, sibling, best
friend) (engage in a potentially privacy invasive behavior)?” Responses were made on a 5-point
response scale (Not at all = 1, A little = 2, Somewhat = 3, A lot = 4, A whole lot = 5). Sixteen
feeling invaded composite scores were computed by relationship and domain.
Something to hide. Something to hide were assessed using 48 items that index whether
adolescents have something to hide from mothers, fathers, siblings, or best friends in each
privacy domain. “Do you…have feelings/things or is there a reason (specific to domain) that you
would want to hide from (mother, father, sibling, best friend)?” Responses were made on a 2point response scale (Yes = 1, No = 0). Sixteen something to hide scores were computed using a
count by relationship and domain.
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Results
Results are presented in four sections. First, preliminary analyses testing alternative
domain structures are summarized. Next, analyses testing mean-level differences across domains
and relationships are presented followed by correlations across domains and relationships.
Finally, multi-level regression analyses predicting feelings of privacy invasion from potentially
invasive behaviors, privacy beliefs, and having something to hide are presented.
Preliminary Analyses
A series of preliminary analyses were conducted to evaluate whether the domain structure
specified a priori was reflected in the data. First, mean-levels were examined across all
individual items to determine if mean-levels were similar across items presumed to reflect the
same domain. Generally, the means for individual items were similar to each other within the a
priori domain structure and across relationships. Next, a series of confirmatory factor analyses
were conducted to test the a priori structure as well as structures collapsing the electronics and
traditional space domains, and the information and daily activities domains. None of the
exploratory analyses revealed a structure that performed better than the a priori structure.
Therefore, the a priori structure was retained. Table 1 shows reliabilities for all measures by
domain and relationship.
Chronbach’s Alpha for all Measures by Domain and Relationship
Table 1
Domain & Measure
Mother Father
Sibling Friend
Electronics
Privacy Beliefs
.79
.78
.67
.64
Behaviors
.68
.76
.54
.47
Feeling Invaded
.75
.76
.70
.65
Something to Hide
.49
.53
.52
.37
Traditional Space
Privacy Beliefs
.71
.71
.71
.71
Behaviors
.68
.71
.65
.66
Feeling Invaded
.80
.81
.80
.76
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(Table 1 Cont.)
Something to Hide
.62
.57
.53
.58
Shared info
Privacy Beliefs
.72
.70
.72
.70
Behaviors
.75
.73
.73
.74
Feeling Invaded
.75
.80
.75
.80
Something to Hide
.61
.58
.72
.71
Daily Activities
Privacy Beliefs
.61
.60
.58
.63
Behaviors
.60
.65
.57
.53
Feeling Invaded
.70
.66
.62
.43
Something to Hide
.61
.60
.53
.06
Variables concerning mother and father were moderately reliable (α’s = .52 to .81) while
variables concerning sibling and best friend were less reliable (α’s = .38 to .80). The something
to hide variables were the least internally consistent, likely due to the dichotomous response
option.
Analyzing Mean-Level Differences
To assess mean-level differences across domains and relationships, a series of 4 (domain)
X 4 (relationship) ANOVAs were conducted, one for each variable. Means and standard
deviations are shown in Tables 2-5. For Privacy Beliefs (Table 2), the domain, F (3, 339) =
148.76, p < .001, and relationship, F (3, 339) = 7.09, p < .01, main effects were significant but
the domain X relationship interaction, F (9, 1017) = 2.16, p > .05, was not significant.
Table 2 Privacy Belief Means by Domain and Relationship

Electronics
Relationship
M
SD
1
Mother
2.94 a .85
Father
2.961 .83
Sibling
3.011 .73
Friend
2.86a .74
Column F (3, 339)
4.75*
*p < .05, **p< .01, ***p < .001

Domain
Space
Information
M
SD M
SD
1
2.69a .79 3.06 a .69
2.74a .78 3.11b .64
2.87 .76 3.121b .64
2.68a .77 3.04a .67
6.16**
3.14*

Activities
M
SD
1.74a .57
1.78a .57
1.88
.59
1.77a .55
4.00*

Row F (3, 339)
136.58***
137.94***
129.42***
118.98***

Note: Means within a row with same superscripts (numbers) do not differ via LSD at p < .05 and means within a
column with same subscripts (letters) do not differ via LSD at p < .05.
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The means for all four domains were significantly different from each other. Participants
reported that they believed they should have the least privacy in the daily activities domain (M =
1.79, S.E. = .05), followed by the space domain (M = 2.75, S.E. = .07), and the electronics
domain (M = 2.94, S.E. = .07). Participants reported they should have the most privacy in the
personal information domain (M = 3.08, S.E. = .06). Across relationships, participants reported
that they should have equivalent amounts of privacy from mothers (M = 2.61, S.E. = .05), fathers
(M = 2.65, S.E. = .05), and best friends (M = 2.59, S.E. = .47) but significantly more privacy
from siblings (M = 2.71, S.E. = .48).
For Potentially Invasive Behaviors (Table 3), the domain, F (3, 339) = 151.78, p < .001,
relationship, F (3, 339) = 29.88, p < .001, and domain X relationship interaction, F (9, 1017) =
27.54, p < .01, effects were all significant.
Table 3 Potentially Invasive Behaviors by Domain and Relationship

Electronics
Relationship
M
SD
Mother
.52a .69
Father
.35b .61
Sibling
.37b .57
Friend
.551a .64
Column F (3, 339)
6.28**
*p < .05, **p< .01, ***p < .001

Domain
Space
Information
M
SD M
SD
.851 .79 .991a .75
.54a .73 .70
.62
.661 .73 .801a .62
.531a .69 .86a
.61
15.20***
9.10***

Activities
M
SD
2.31
.87
1.94
.96
1.31
.85
1.57
.78
56.21***

Row F (3, 339)
156.09***
161.18***
48.85***
77.40***

Note: Means within a row with same superscripts (numbers) do not differ via LSD at p < .05 and means within a
column with same subscripts (letters) do not differ via LSD at p < .05.

Across all relationships, participants reported that potentially invasive behaviors occur most
frequently in the daily activities domain. For mothers and siblings, participants reported
significantly fewer potentially invasive behaviors in the traditional space and information
domains than in the daily activities domain and the fewest potentially invasive behaviors in the
electronics domain. For fathers, participants reported significantly fewer potentially invasive
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behaviors in the information domain than in the daily activities domain, significantly fewer
potentially invasive behaviors in the traditional space domain than the information domain, and
the fewest potentially invasive behaviors in the electronics domain. For best friends, participants
reported significantly fewer potentially invasive behaviors in the information domain than in the
daily activities domain and the fewest potentially invasive behaviors in the electronics and
traditional space domains.
For Feeling Invaded (Table 4), the domain, F (3, 339) = 103.63, p < .001, relationship, F
(3, 339) = 7.48, p < .01, and domain X relationship interaction, F (9, 1017) = 5.03, p < .01,
effects were all significant.
Table 4 Feeling Invaded by Domain and Relationship

Electronics
Relationship
M
SD
Mother
2.08a 1.26
Father
2.061a 1.27
Sibling
2.08a 1.22
Friend
1.87
1.16
Column F (3, 339)
7.63**
*p < .05, **p< .01, ***p < .001

Domain
Space
Information
M
SD
M
SD
1.77a 1.22 2.28
1.17
1.81a 1.24 2.261 1.16
1.85a 1.24 2.35
1.12
1.61 1.14 2.31
1.13
4.68**
0.91

Activities
M
SD
.71a .84
.77a .87
.68a .80
.50
.60
9.43***

Row F (3, 339)
90.07***
72.06***
101.56***
106.52***

Note: Means within a row with same superscripts (numbers) do not differ via LSD at p < .05 and means within a
column with same subscripts (letters) do not differ via LSD at p < .05.

Participants reported the most feelings of privacy invasion in the information domain,
significantly less feelings of privacy invasion in the electronics domain, significantly less
feelings of privacy invasion in the traditional space domain, and the lowest feelings of privacy
invasion in the daily activities domain, for mothers, siblings, and best friends. For fathers,
participants reported the most feelings of privacy invasion in the information domain,
significantly less feelings of privacy invasion in the electronics and information domains,
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significantly less feelings of privacy invasion in the traditional space domain, and the lowest
feelings of privacy invasion in the daily activities domain.
For Something to Hide (Table 5), the domain, F (3, 339) = 72.25, p < .001, relationship,
F (3, 339) = 8.08, p < .001, and domain X relationship interaction, F (9, 1017) = 14.15, p < .001,
effects were all significant.
Table 5 Something to Hide by Domain and Relationship

Electronics
Relationship
M
SD
Mother
.27a
.32
Father
.25a
.32
Sibling
.21
.29
Friend
.16
.24
Column F (3, 339)
16.08***
*p < .05, **p< .01, ***p < .001

Domain
Space
Information
M
SD M
SD
.151a .24 .53
.37
1
.16 a .25 .43a
.36
.121a .21 .46a
.40
.081 .18 .58
.39
6.72**
13.48***

Activities
M
SD
.181a .28
.201a .29
.141a .25
.101
.17
11.06***

Row F (3, 339)
57.71***
28.31***
43.65***
117.81***

Note: Means within a row with same superscripts (numbers) do not differ via LSD at p < .05 and means within a
column with same subscripts (letters) do not differ via LSD at p < .05.

Across all relationships, participants reported the most things to hide in the information domain,
significantly fewer things to hide in the electronics domain, and the fewest things to hide in the
space and daily activities domains.
Correlations by Domain and Relationship
Table 6 presents the correlations for the variables of interest by relationship and domain.
Across all domains and relationships, greater privacy beliefs were strongly associated with
greater feelings of privacy invasion. Across all relationships and with the exception of the
electronics domain, greater privacy beliefs were significantly associated with less potentially
privacy invasive behaviors. With the exception of friends in the traditional space domain, having
something to hide was significantly associated with greater feelings of privacy invasion. For
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Table 6 Correlations by Domain and Relationship
Electronics
Mother Father
Sibling
-.03
-.08
-.12
.78*** .76***
.67***
.31*** .31***
.11
.00
.02
-.02
.29***
.08
.07
.40*** .39***
.25**

Space
Father
Sibling
-.31***
-.24**
.75***
.74***
.21*
.14
-.13
-.01
.02
.12
.24**
.19*

Correlation Between
Friend
Mother
Friend
Beliefs & Behaviors
-.26**
-.19*
-.43***
Beliefs & Feeling Invaded
.70***
.79***
.67***
Beliefs & Something to Hide
.04
.16
.02
Behaviors & Feeling Invaded
-.13
-.01
-.08
Behaviors & Something to Hide
.33***
-.06
.04
Something to Hide & Feeling
.19*
.24**
.05
Invaded
parents in the electronics domain, siblings in the space domain, mothers, siblings, and friends in the information domain, and
all relationships in the daily activities domain, greater privacy beliefs were significantly associated with more something to hide. For
fathers, siblings, and friends in the information domain, more potentially invasive behaviors were significantly associated with greater
feelings of privacy invasion. For siblings and friends in the electronics domain and fathers in the information domain, more potentially
invasive behaviors were significantly associated with more something to hide.
(Table 6 Cont.)
Correlation Between
Beliefs & Behaviors
Beliefs & Feeling Invaded
Beliefs & Something to Hide
Behaviors & Feeling Invaded
Behaviors & Something to Hide
Something to Hide & Feeling
Invaded
*p < .05, **p <. 01, ***p < .001

Mother
-.29***
.70***
.26**
-.15
.11
.41***

Information
Father
Sibling
-.35***
-.35***
.70***
.70***
.21*
.13
-.20*
-.20*
.19*
.07
.25**
.34***
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Friend
-.23**
.73***
.43***
-.21*
.16
.50***

Mother
-.32***
.62***
.25**
.02
.03
.33***

Daily Activities
Father
Sibling
-.44***
-.34***
.60***
.60***
.24**
.26**
-.14
-.10
-.08
-.06
.36***
.31***

Friend
-.21*
.55***
.25**
.01
-.07
.39***

Multi-Level Regression Analyses
Multi-level regression analyses via SPSS’s Mixed Models procedure were conducted to
test potentially invasive behaviors, privacy beliefs, and having something to hide as predictors of
feelings of privacy invasion. Domain and relationship were modeled as between subjects’
factors. Privacy beliefs and having something to hide were tested in separate models. Each
model included 4 main effects (i.e., main effects for potentially invasive behavior, privacy
beliefs or something to hide, domain, and relationship), 3 two-way interactions (i.e., behavior X
beliefs, behavior X domain, behavior X relationship), and 2 three-way interactions (i.e., behavior
X beliefs X domain and behavior X beliefs X relationship). All main and interaction effects were
specified as fixed with only the intercept specified as random (i.e., a random intercept model).
As shown in Table 7, in the model with privacy beliefs and potentially invasive behaviors
predicting feelings of privacy invasion, the domain and privacy beliefs main effects, and the
domain X privacy beliefs, domain X behavior, sex X domain X behavior, and sex X domain X
behavior X belief effects were significant.
Table 7 Multi-Level Regression Feeling Invaded
Variable
Domain
Relationship
Sex
Behaviors
Beliefs
Domain X Relationship
Domain X Sex
Domain X Behaviors
Domain X Beliefs
Relationship X Sex
Relationship X Behaviors
Relationship X Beliefs
Sex X Behaviors
Sex X Beliefs
Behaviors X Beliefs
Domain X Relationship X Sex
Domain X Relationship X Behaviors
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Denominator Degrees
of Freedom
1652.43
1632.41
147.65
1720.68
1737.88
1630.42
1652.43
1655.37
1659.69
1632.41
1636.37
1634.82
1720.68
1737.88
1685.72
1630.42
1632.40

F-Value

P-value

10.75
1.36
.01
3.65
839.99
1.61
1.26
3.82
5.26
1.21
.36
.72
6.24
5.94
.02
.26
.58

.58
< .01
.25
.91
.06
< .01
.11
.29
.01
< .01
.31
.79
.54
.01
.01
.88
.99

(Table 7 Cont.)
Domain X Relationship X Beliefs
Domain X Sex X Behaviors
Domain X Sex X Beliefs
Domain X Behaviors X Beliefs
Relationship X Sex X Behaviors
Relationship X Sex X Beliefs
Relationship X Behaviors X Beliefs
Sex X Behaviors X Beliefs
Domain X Relationship X Sex X Behaviors
Domain X Relationship X Sex X Beliefs
Domain X Relationship X Behaviors X Beliefs
Domain X Sex X Behaviors X Beliefs
Relationship X Sex X Behaviors X Beliefs
Domain X Relationship X Sex X Behaviors X Beliefs

1631.54
1655.37
1659.69
1659.65
1636.37
1634.82
1637.76
1685.72
1632.40
1631.54
1633.74
1659.65
1637.76
1633.74

.64
3.62
1.19
1.40
.27
.36
.33
.58
.92
.58
.83
3.66
.71
.98

.82
.76
.01
.31
.24
.85
.78
.81
.45
.50
.82
.59
.55
.46

All significant main effects, two-way, and three-way interactions were qualified by the
significant four-way interaction. Therefore, the four-way interaction was decomposed for
interpretation. To decompose the four-way interaction, feelings of privacy invasion were
regressed on beliefs, behaviors, and the beliefs X behavior interaction in each of the eight sex X
domain combinations. Stronger privacy beliefs were associated with more privacy invasion in all
eight sex X domain combinations, more potentially invasive behaviors were associated with
more privacy invasion only in the traditional space and daily activities domains for boys and
girls. None of the behavior X belief interaction terms were significantly associated with privacy
invasion.
As shown in Table 8, in the model with something to hide and potentially invasive
behaviors predicting feelings of privacy invasion, the domain, relationship, potentially invasive
behaviors, and something to hide main effects, and the domain X behavior, and domain X
behavior X something to hide interaction terms were significant.
Table 8 Multi-Level Regression Feeling Invaded
Variable
Domain
Relationship
Sex
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Denominator
Degrees of Freedom
1644.22
1631.63
132.78

F-Value

P-value

86.18
4.11
1.70

< .01
.01
.20

(Table 8 Cont.)
Behaviors
Hiding
Domain X Relationship
Domain X Sex
Domain X Behaviors
Domain X Hiding
Relationship X Sex
Relationship X Behaviors
Relationship X Hiding
Sex X Behaviors
Sex X Hiding
Behaviors X Hiding
Domain X Relationship X Sex
Domain X Relationship X Behaviors
Domain X Relationship X Hiding
Domain X Sex X Behaviors
Domain X Sex X Hiding
Domain X Behaviors X Hiding
Relationship X Sex X Behaviors
Relationship X Sex X Hiding
Relationship X Behaviors X Hiding
Sex X Behaviors X Hiding
Domain X Relationship X Sex X Behaviors
Domain X Relationship X Sex X Hiding
Domain X Relationship X Behaviors X Hiding
Domain X Sex X Behaviors X Hiding
Relationship X Sex X Behaviors X Hiding
Domain X Relationship X Sex X Behaviors X
Hiding

1690.88
1711.18
1631.07
1644.22
1652.93
1654.50
1631.63
1635.60
1632.87
1960.88
1711.18
1666.16
1631.07
1632.87
1633.00
1652.93
1654.50
1652.42
1635.60
1632.87
1634.99
1660.16
1632.87
1633.40
1634.53
1652.42
1634.99
1634.53

68.40
70.40
1.08
1.46
13.44
1.25
2.01
1.86
.97
.81
.85
.25
.23
1.15
.40
.08
2.12
5.79
2.07
.36
1.03
.53
1.09
.11
.57
1.55
.28
.33

< .01
< .01
.38
.60
< .01
.29
.11
.14
.41
.37
.36
.62
.99
.32
.94
.97
.10
.001
.10
.78
.38
.47
.37
.10
.82
.20
.84
.96

The relationship main effect was consistent with the pattern shown in the descriptive means.
Specifically, participants reported more feelings of privacy invasion for mothers, fathers, and
siblings, than for friends. The domain, behavior, and something to hide main effects and the
domain X behavior two way interaction were qualified by the significant three-way interaction.
Therefore, the three-way interaction was decomposed for interpretation. To decompose the
interaction, privacy beliefs were regressed on something to hide, potentially invasive behaviors,
and the something to hide X behaviors interaction separately in each domain using a multi-level
model collapsed over relationship. Having something to hide was a significant predictor of
feelings of privacy invasion in the electronics, traditional space, and daily activities domains but
not in the shared information domain. The something to hide X behavior interaction was
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significant in the daily activities domain (b = .25, SE = .12, p = .038), but not in the electronics,
traditional space, or information domains (all ps > .27). To interpret the interaction (Figure 1),
simple slopes for potentially invasive behaviors were calculated at high (+1 SD) and low (-1 SD)
levels of having something to hide. The simple slope was not statistically significant in the
observed range of something to hide, but simple slopes showed a negative association between
behaviors and privacy invasion at low of something to hide and a positive association at high
levels of something to hide.
Feeling Invaded Regressed on Potentially Invasive Behaviors X Something to Hide

0

Low hiding
Mean hiding

Feeling Invaded

-0.5

High hiding

-1

-1.5

-2
Low

High
Potentially Invasive Behaviors
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Discussion
The purpose of this dissertation was to test a conceptual model of adolescents’ feelings of
privacy invasion derived from CPM. Specifically, goals were to describe adolescents’
expectations of privacy, to describe how often adolescents are exposed to behaviors that threaten
privacy, and to test privacy beliefs, potentially invasive behaviors, and having things to hide as
predictors of individual differences in feelings of privacy invasion. Furthermore, each question
and hypothesis was examined across four privacy domains and four relationships to determine
whether privacy functions similarly or uniquely across domains and relationships. Results
describing adolescents’ experiences with privacy will be discussed first, followed by results
predicting individual differences in privacy invasion.
Adolescents’ Experiences with Privacy
Privacy beliefs means indicate that adolescents expect more privacy around their personal
information than they expect around domains more aligned with parental monitoring, their
electronics, space, and daily activities. Additionally, adolescents reported that being asked about
their daily activities was the most frequently occurring potentially privacy invasive behavior yet
that behavior elicited the lowest feelings of privacy invasion. The second most frequently
occurring potentially invasive behavior was sharing personal information which elicited the
greatest feelings of privacy invasion. Additionally, adolescents reported having the most to hide
in the personal information domain and the least to hide in the daily activities domain. General
mean-level differences from the current study suggest that adolescents are frequently subjected
to questioning about their daily activities and questioning does not seem to be viewed by
adolescents as a very intrusive behavior. On the other hand, sharing personal information is
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viewed by adolescents as an intrusive behavior. Although means varied significantly across
relationships and domains, the domain effects were much larger than the relationship effects.
Privacy expectations, the frequency of potentially privacy invasive behaviors, and
feelings of privacy invasion were reported across four domains and four relationships. Four
domains were selected because several recent studies have emphasized feelings of privacy
invasion following parents’ monitoring efforts (e.g., Hawk, Hale, Raaijmakers, & Meeus, 2008),
and feelings of privacy invasion may be more or less strongly felt, or commonly experienced, in
other domains reflected in studies that have focused on privacy more broadly (e.g., Laird,
Marrero, Melching, & Kuhn, 2013). Additionally, four relationships were selected because
family research has focused almost exclusively on parents, so a goal of this study was to
determine whether adolescents view parents in a special category, or whether privacy
experiences were similar for friends and siblings.
Most adolescents do not regard their daily activities (how they are doing in school, what
they did during their free time, what they did with their friends) as particularly private. As such,
questioning about daily activities does not appear to be experienced by adolescents as invasive as
the behaviors assessed in the other domains. Parents tend to ask questions about their
adolescents’ daily activities as a parental monitoring effort to gain information or “stay in the
loop.” Sharing information about daily activities with parents is also likely necessary to facilitate
logistics (e.g., pick up and drop off from activities). Parental questions about daily activities may
be more likely to be viewed as a sign of interest or caring (Laird, Marrero, & Sentse, 2010), at
least by well-functioning adolescents with nothing to hide, than as privacy invasive. Getting
asked about daily activities, by family and friends, is a frequent and mundane experience for
adolescents. Asking other people questions seems to follow a greeting and is a routine way to
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start a conversation, “Hey, how’s it going? What did you do at school today, with your friends,
while you were alone?” On the other hand, and not usually assessed in parenting literature,
sharing personal information was included in the present study because it is generally considered
to be a privacy invasive behavior. Therefore, it is not surprising that adolescents reported the
greatest feelings of privacy invasion and the most things to hide in the personal information
domain. Sharing personal information exemplifies privacy invasion (Westin, 1967). Sharing
personal information is potentially embarrassing for the person the information is about therefore
has the potential to damage a relationship. Surprisingly, adolescents report that this highly
invasive behavior as often as some of the other much less invasive behaviors such as looking
through an adolescent’s space.
Additionally, the present study found that it is the information that is contained on cell
phones and computers which is viewed as more private than what is stored in a bedroom or
backpack. Cell phones and computers contain all sorts of personal information about
interpersonal relationships (e.g., who the adolescent converses with and what about).
Adolescents may be better able to control access to electronics than access to space. Further,
adolescents reported having the least to hide in the traditional space domain. It is likely that
backpacks and bedrooms are not good hiding places and are therefore seldom used for hiding.
Parents are likely motivated to monitor their adolescents’ online activities in as effort to
ensure that the adolescents are not visiting age inappropriate places and to see with whom their
adolescents are communicating (Lee & Chae, 2007). Similarly, parents may monitor cell phones
in order to know with whom their adolescents are communicating. Electronic devices are likely
to hold private information about an adolescent’s interpersonal relationships. Current cell phones
contain information on who the adolescent communicates with and could even have access to
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social networking sites, pictures, e-mail, and internet history. Interestingly, monitoring
electronics was the least frequently occurring behavior but produced the strongest feelings of
privacy invasion. Adolescents appear to be very sensitive to intrusions in this domain even
though they are not currently experiencing intrusions with great frequency. Therefore, parents
who have concerns about their adolescent’s activities on-line or cell phone use may wish to
communicate with their adolescents rather than “snoop.” Adolescents did report having a lot to
hide in the electronics domain, second only to personal information, suggesting that parents may
want to consider paying more attention to on-line activities and cell phone use. Given that asking
questions about daily activities appears to be innocuous, parents may wish to simply ask their
adolescents about their online behaviors and cell phone usage.
Key Relationship Differences
Generally patterns of mean-level differences across relationships suggest that family
members tend to be rated similarly and have greater means across measures than friends. It was
expected that parents, mothers in particular who most likely have the most contact, would ask the
most questions about an adolescent’s daily activities. Parents may ask questions to stay
informed, for relationship maintenance, or just as a routine behavior. An interesting finding is
that friends ask more questions about daily activities than siblings. During the school year
adolescents spend a large portion of their day at school likely surrounded by their friends and
away from their siblings. It would seem that friends would not need to ask lots of questions about
daily activities because they are present for the daily activities.
Adolescents reported similar amounts of privacy beliefs for mothers, fathers, and friends
and greater privacy beliefs for siblings in all four domains. Parents may be entitled to access the
different domains because of authority and friends are permitted access because they are
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generally selected. Siblings appear to be more subjected to “it’s none of your business” as
siblings do not always have authority and usually are not selected.
Traditional space is comprised of an adolescent’s stuff, their backpacks, and their
bedroom. Looking through an adolescent’s space is viewed as a monitoring behavior that parents
may engage in to stay informed. Therefore, it was expected that parents would be the most likely
to engage in that behavior. However, mothers and siblings went looking through space more than
fathers and friends. Siblings may be in a position to gain more access to an adolescent’s space
than a friend because of proximity. Mothers and friends were reported to look through
electronics more than fathers and siblings. Mothers most likely engage in the behavior to gain
information. It is no surprise that friends are engaged in looking through electronics to some
degree as they are most likely on the same social networking sites and sharing pictures from their
cell phones.
Sharing of personal information by siblings elicited the greatest feelings of privacy
invasion. Siblings are likely in a position to easily have to access personal information and
siblings may share personal information to embarrass each other. While not necessarily extreme,
sibling relationships during adolescence still have conflict and rivalry (Cole & Kerns, 2001;
Scharf, Shulman, & Avigad-Spitz, 2005) and sharing personal information may be a part of that
conflict
Friends elicit the least feelings of privacy invasion. Friends may be granted more access
to electronics than family members, especially regarding social networking sites. Friends are
likely to be invited into or granted access to space while family members may access space
without permission. Additionally, parents may use authority to access space by entering into a
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bedroom unannounced or demanding to see in a backpack. Additionally, siblings are likely to
share space or may even be unaware of their intrusions.
Adolescents hide the most personal information from friends. Adolescents may wish to
keep embarrassing stories and their feelings for others from their friends in an effort to minimize
embarrassment in their social groups. However, adolescents keep more electronic information
hidden from family members than from friends. Adolescents are likely to share information on
their social networking sites and can control who has access to it. It would be easy to remove
“friends” that are untrustworthy. That is, the friends that are on there probably do not need to
have much information withheld from them. Adolescents hide more about their daily activities
from family members than from friends. The things and information that adolescents are hiding
from family members is likely about their activities with their friends. There is no reason to hide
information from their friends when it is about them.
Predicting Individual Differences in Privacy Invasion
The present study sought to test a conceptual model based on CPM which proposes that
individuals create and seek to maintain boundaries around information. When one has
established a privacy boundary, they expect information contained within the boundary to remain
private and intrusions into the boundary are expected to elicit feelings of privacy invasion.
Privacy beliefs are perceived the assess boundary expectations. While potentially invasive
behaviors are perceived as behaviors which may threaten a privacy boundary and elicit feelings
of privacy invasion.
Consistent with the conceptual framework, stronger privacy beliefs are a significant
predictor of greater feelings of privacy invasion. When people establish boundaries around
information they expect privacy and violations to those boundaries elicit feelings of invasion.
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Some gender differences emerged, contrary to the hypothesized direction, with regard to privacy
beliefs. For both boys and girls, and across all four domains, privacy beliefs are a significant
predictor of feelings of privacy invasion. However, the effect is stronger for girls. Some potential
explanations for the gender difference are that adolescent girls may expect more privacy around
their electronics and personal information in order to avoid embarrassing information getting out
more so than boys. Adolescent girls may require more privacy around their traditional space than
boys because they may be less trusting. Adolescent girls may require more privacy around their
daily activities because they care more than boys about being monitored. Or maybe females in
general just require more privacy than males.
Consistent with the conceptual framework, in the model with something to hide and
potentially invasive behaviors, potentially invasive behaviors were a significant predictor of
feeling invaded. The more that parents, siblings, and friends engaged in behaviors which threaten
privacy, the more adolescents reported feelings of privacy invasion. Additionally, having
something to hide was a significant predictor of feelings of privacy invasion. There is an
interaction between potentially invasive behaviors and something to hide in the daily activities
domain. The more adolescents have to hide, the more they feel their privacy is invaded only
when asked about their daily activities. Suggesting that, parental questioning of adolescents’
daily activities may only be problematic for adolescents who believe they have information
about their daily activities which needs to be hidden. There was no relationship interaction so it
seems that questioning about daily activities by anyone may elicit feelings of invasion when
adolescents believe they have something to hide.
Results provided only weak support for the link between potentially invasive behaviors
and feelings of privacy invasion. In the model with privacy beliefs and potentially invasive
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behaviors, more potentially invasive behaviors were marginally associated with feeling more
invaded. Some gender differences emerged. For boys and girls, potentially invasive behaviors
was a significant predictor of feelings of privacy invasion in the traditional space and daily
activities domains. The effect was stronger for girls than for boys in both domains. A possible
explanation for the weak main effect between potentially invasive behaviors and feelings of
privacy invasion is that the link between privacy beliefs and feelings of privacy invasion is very
strong and washes out the effects of potentially invasive behaviors. Another possible explanation
for the weak main effect between potentially invasive behaviors and feelings of privacy invasion
is due to measurement problems. In the assessment of feelings of privacy invasion, the feelings
were contingent on the occurrence of the behavior (e.g., How much does it bother you when your
mother asks how you are doing in school?) making it difficult to separate the behavior from the
feelings. A possible explanation for gender differences is that girls may be more sensitive to
intrusions into their space and questions about their daily activities.
In conclusion, the present study found some support the CPM-based conceptual model.
As evidenced by the association between privacy beliefs and feeling invaded, adolescents create
privacy boundaries around personal information, information on electronic devices, their space,
and to a lesser extent their daily behaviors. Adolescents expect information contained within
these boundaries to remain private and intrusions into these boundaries elicit feelings of privacy
invasion. As evidenced by the relationship between hiding and feeling invaded and the
interaction between behaviors and hiding, the current study found evidence to support the notion
that the threat of discovery also elicits feelings of privacy invasion.
Strengths and Limitations
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The present study has notable strengths and limitations. One strength of the present study
is the inclusion of multiple domains of privacy. The present study included a classic domain of
privacy, personal information, as well as domains (daily activities, electronics, and space)
relevant to parenting and routine concerns of adolescents. Including multiple domains permitted
the study to determine whether adolescents feel that monitoring type behaviors are as privacy
invasive as sharing personal information. Another strength of the study was the development of a
privacy beliefs measure which generally worked as expected, which allowed for the
establishment of expectations of privacy, a central theme in CPM. Another strength is the
examination of multiple relationships. Parenting research tends to mainly focus on mothers but
the present study assessed whether adolescents’ privacy experiences differed by mothers, fathers,
siblings, and friends. The present study was therefore able to demonstrate that feelings of privacy
invasion can be elicited not only by parents, but also by siblings and friends showing that
adolescents expect privacy not only from parents but from other people as well.
The present study also has some limitations. One limitation is the narrow age of sample
which makes results ungeneralizable to other ages. Another limitation is the low reliability for
some items. Low reliability indicates inconsistent measurement. The current study was crosssectional so direction cannot be implied. As noted above, the measurement of feeling invaded
was flawed by having the feelings contingent upon the occurrence of the behavior making it
difficult to separate the behaviors from the feelings. Not being able to separate the behaviors
from the feelings makes it difficult to assert that the behaviors are required to elicit the feelings.
Future Directions
The present study set out to investigate expectations and violations of privacy during
adolescence. In doing so, the present study identified several future directions for research on
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privacy during adolescence. Currently, it remains unclear whether adolescents can control access
to the various privacy domains. Adding assessments of one’s ability to control access would
allow the ability to test whether feelings of privacy invasion are elicited when an adolescent
expects privacy and loses control over regulating a privacy boundary. For instance, an adolescent
may be able to control whether a sibling or friend can access their bedroom but not whether a
parent can access their bedroom. In that situation, the adolescent may expect more privacy,
through the ability to control access, from siblings and friends, but have no reason expectation of
privacy in their bedroom from parents. Feelings of privacy invasion may be more intense when
an adolescent expects greater control but experiences frequent behaviors which threaten privacy.
Going back to the previous example, an adolescent may experience a greater feeling of privacy
invasion when a sibling, who is not allowed, goes into the bedroom.
Another interesting direction would be to test privacy beliefs and potentially invasive
behaviors as predictors other global measures of privacy invasion. Additionally, comparing the
current measure of feelings of privacy invasion with other parenting related variables such as
monitoring knowledge and psychological control would allow researchers to determine if the
behavior contingent feelings of invasion are differentially linked by domain to monitoring and
psychological control. For instance, items in the daily activities domain may be associated with
monitoring knowledge while items in the shared information domain may be associated with
psychological control. Also, this study only focused on adolescent reports of privacy. Parental
reports of their own behaviors regarding potentially privacy invasive behaviors might provide
more insight. Currently, the motives for asking questions are unclear. Do parents and friends ask
questions as a conversation starter, just because it is a routine behavior, or they actively trying to
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obtain information, or trying to stay active in a relationship? Parents’ motives for going through
an adolescent’s stuff and electronics are similarly unclear.
Sharing personal information was a high frequency behavior and it is unclear why
personal information gets shared so much. Do people share other people’s personal information
to control, purposely embarrass, on accident, or they didn’t realize it was considered so persona?
Parent’s looking through adolescents’ electronics was the lowest frequency behavior. It is
unclear why parents are not monitoring their adolescents’ online activities more frequently.
Perhaps because it’s more difficult to do or easier to get away with without detection. Are
parents afraid that those activities would be considered privacy invasive? If so, they are correct.
And lastly, it is currently unclear how privacy issues are communicated within a family. It would
be interesting to know if there are explicit, spoken rules or if some families have a tendency to
“mind their own business” and give each other privacy without explicit rules. Such insight may
provide a way to help families who suffer from large amounts of privacy violations.
In conclusion, the purpose of the present study was to test a conceptual model of
adolescents’ feelings of privacy invasion derived from CPM. Results indicate that adolescents
expect more privacy around their personal information than they expect around domains more
aligned with parental monitoring. Sharing personal information elicited the greatest feelings of
privacy invasion. The present study found some support the CPM-based conceptual model.
Adolescents expect information contained within the boundaries to remain private and intrusions
into these boundaries elicit feelings of privacy invasion. Additionally, the current study found
evidence to support the notion that the threat of discovery also elicits feelings of privacy
invasion.
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Appendix
Daily activities 1
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when someone asks you what you were doing when you were alone.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to ask you what
you were doing while you were alone?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ ask you what you were
doing while you were alone?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ asks
you what you were doing while you were alone?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ asks you what you were doing while you were
alone?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you do things when you are alone that you would
not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Daily activities 2
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when someone asks you what you do with your friends.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to ask you what
you were doing while you were with your friends?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ ask you what you were
doing while you were with your friends?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ asks
you what you were doing while you were with your
friends?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ asks you what you were doing while you were
with your friends?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you do things with your friends that you would
not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend

48

Daily activities 3
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when someone asks you about how you are doing in school.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to ask you how
you are doing in school?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ ask you how you are doing
in school?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ asks
you how you are doing in school?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ asks you how you are doing in school?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Is there are reason that you would not want your ___
to know about how you are doing in school?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Traditional space 1
The questions on this page ask about your reactions when others look around in your bedroom when you are not
there.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to look around in
your bedroom when you are not there?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ look around in your
bedroom when you are not there?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ looks
around in your bedroom when you are not there?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ looks through your bedroom when you are not
there?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have things in your bedroom that you would
not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Traditional space 2
The questions on this page ask about your reactions when others go through your stuff when you are not around.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to go through your
stuff when you are not around?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ go through your stuff when
you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ goes
through your stuff when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ goes through your stuff when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have stuff that you would not want your ___
to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Traditional space 3
The questions on this page ask about your reactions when others go through your backpack when you are not around.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to go through your
backpack when you are not around?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ go through your backpack
when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ goes
through your backpack when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ goes through your backpack when you are not
around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have things in your backpack that you would
not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Electronics 1
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when someone looks through your social networking sites after you
walk away from your computer.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to look through
your social networking sites when you are not
around?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Definitely
OK

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ look through your social
networking sites when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ looks
through your social networking sites when you are not
around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ looks through your social networking sites when
you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have things on your social networking sites
that you would not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Electronics 2
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when someone looks through your text messages, pictures, and call
history on your cell phone.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to look through
your cell phone when you are not around?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ look through your cell
phone when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ looks
through your cell phone when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ looks through your cell phone when you are not
around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have things on your cell phone that you would
not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Electronics 3
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when someone looks through your web history on your computer
to see what websites you have been viewing.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to look through
your web history when you are not around?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___ look through your web
history when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ looks
through your web history when you are not around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ looks through your web history when you are not
around?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have things in your web history that you
would not want your ___ to know about?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Shared information 1
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when you tell someone something personal and they tell another
person about it.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to tell someone
else something personal about you?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___tell someone else something
personal about you?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ tells
someone else something personal about you?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ tells someone else something personal about you?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have something personal that your ___ knows
about that you would not want them to share with
someone else?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Shared information 2
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when something embarrassing happens to you when you are with
someone and they tell another person about it.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to tell someone
else something embarrassing about you?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___tell someone else something
embarrassing about you?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ tells
someone else something embarrassing about you?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ tells someone else something embarrassing about
you?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have something embarrassing that your ___
knows about that you would not want them to share
with someone else?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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Shared information 3
The next set of questions asks about your reactions when you tell someone how you feel about someone else and they
tell another person about it.
Is it OK or NOT OK for your ____ to tell someone
else how you feel about others?

Definitely
Not OK

Not OK

OK

Definitely
OK

Never

Rarely

Sometimes

Usually

All the
time

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

Not at all

A little

Somewhat

A lot

A whole
lot

No

Yes

Mother
Father
Siblings
Best Friend
How often does your ___tell someone else how you
feel about others?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it bother you when your ___ tells
someone else how you feel about others?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
How much does it violate your privacy when your
___ tells someone else how you feel about others?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
Do you have feelings about others that your ___
knows about that you would not want them to share
with someone else?
Mother
Father
Sibling
Best Friend
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